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| Nee ego Nicænam 8 tibi, nec tu Arimineuſem mihi debes, ob- | 
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1 1 © viii. 5. To ws chan 15 but One God, _ he is the Fu- 


| 
Auguſ. cont. Maxim. |. 3. 


Thon thalt not urge me wwh the Council of Ariminum, ner I thee with the ) 
Council rank Aer but let us decide the Cauſe by _ es. 
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tber, of whom are all things; and One Lord, viz. Jai ? 
| Chriſt, through whom are all things. 
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H A che Bleſſed Jeſus has the 

Title of God, aſcribed ſome- 

times to him in the H. Scriptures, 

is not denied by Arians, or So- 

cini ane, but it remains to be Examined in 
what Senſe that Character, as given to him, 
is intended. Nor is this an unreaſonable 
or needleſs enquiry, ſince it is beyond all 
reaſonable denial, that the Title of God 
is given in very different Senſes in the 
Scripture. 80 2323 | 
1. Sometimes it ſignifies the moſt High, 
Perfect andInfinite Being, who is of him 
{elf alone, and owes neither his Being, 
nor Authority, nor any thing to another ; 
and this is what is moſt commonly inten- 
d-d, when we ſpeak of God in ordinary 
diſcourſe, and in Prayer and Praiſe; we 
mean it of God in the moit Eminent Senſe. 
2. At other times it has a lower Senſe, 
and is made the CharaQet of Perſons who 
are. inveſted with Subordinate Authority 
and Power, from that Supream Being; 


Thus Angels are ſtiled Gods. E.). J. P/8:5. 


Concerning the 


I T YT :; 


- 
* 


number, one Perſon is Stiled God, as Moſes 


is twice ſo called; a Gd to Aaron, Ev. 4. 
16. and afterwards a Ged to Pharaoh. C 7.1. 
and thus the Devil is called the God of this 

. i. e. the Prince and mighty Ruler 
0 


iſſion, now as he who alone is God, 
in the former Senſe, is infinitely above all 


theſe; So we find him diſtinguiſh'd from 


all others who are called God, by this Cha- 
racter, viz. 4 God of Gods, Deut. 10. 17. fa 
0 22 22. or the Chief of all Gods, with 
whom none of thoſe Gods may be com- 
pared. P/ 86. 8. P/ 135. 5. ſo Philo de- 
(cribes him, to be notonly the Gd off Men, 
but the God of Godsalſo. This is the high- 


eſt and molt Glorious Epithete given him 


in the O. T. when it is deſigned to make 
a molt Magnificent mention of his Peerleſs 
Greatneſs and Glory, Equivalent to this 
I take that Title to be, which is fo much 
uſed in the N. T. viz. the God and Fa- 
ther of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, Eph 1. 3. 17. 


the God of our Lord Feſas, the Father of 


Thou aft made him a little lower than the Glory. For fince Jeſus Chriſt is the Chief 
Gods; as tis in the Margiue: So Magi- of all Subordinate Powers, Rev. 1. 5. the 
rates are Gods, Fx, 22.28. Pſ.-82. 1. John Prince of the Kings of the Earth, and far 


10. 34. 35+ and ſometimes in the fingular above the greateſt Angels, Eph. f. 21. he 


t; tho' by unjuſt Uturpation, and Gods 
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Lord of Lordi, and King of Kings, he who Self, my Self, why haſt thou forlaken me? 
is Stiled the God ot our Lord Jeſus Chriſt This God then was diſtinct from himſelf, 


is therein, in Effect, S iled the God of as he declares in other places, John 7.17. 


Gods, or ab ve all Gods. he ſhall know my Doctrine, whether it be of 

Now the Qyeſtion to be reſolved is, in Cod, or whether 1 ſpeak of myſe!f. So Fohn 
which of theſe two Senſes Chriſt is ſaid to 8. 42. where tis to be noted that he does 
be God in the Holy Scriprures; the bare not diſtinguickhimſelf fom fim, às the 
Character of God determines nothing in Father, but as God; and therefore, in all 
this caſe, becauſe it belongs both to the juſt Conſtruction, he cannot be ſuppoſed 
Supream and Subordinate Beings in Power to be that ſelf tame God, from whom. he 


and Authority; But the Queſtion is, whe- Diſtinguiſſies, and to whom he Oppoleth 


ther Jeſus Chriſt be the God of Gods, or himfeif. How manifeitly are the one God, 
above all Gods? | | and the one Lord diſtinguiſhe, 1 Coy. 8. 6. 

He is indeed the Lord of Lords, but that and thit there may be fo juſt pretence to 
Notes an Inferior Character, compared ſay with P/acezs, that the God and the 
with that of God of Gods, as appears by thar, Lord, or the Caule of wich all things are, 
1 Cor. 8. 5. tho', it be included in the and the Cauſe H or through which they 
Superior, ſo that he who is above all Gods, are, are but twor things laid of the fame 


zs alſo over all Lords, but not contrariwiſe: one God; We may ſee. them more clearly 


In ſhort , has Jeſus Chritt any God over diſt'nguiſht, Eph. 4. 5, 6. where by the 
him, who has greater Authority, and Iuterpoſiag other things between the one 
greater Ability than himſelf or not? This Lord, and one God, viz. one Faith, one 
will decide the matter; for if he have aGcd Baptiſm ; it appears evidently that theſe 


above him, then is he not the Abſolutely were not intended as two Characters of the 
Supream God, tho'in Relation to Created fame Being. I think that none who im- 


Beings, he may be a God (or Ruler) over partially attends tothe Scripture Hiltory, 


TY can donbt, whetber God, and his Chriſt, 


Nor can we more clearly demonſtrate are not two diſtinct things. 


this point, than by ſhewing; Firſt, that Jeſus Secoxdly, Our Lord Jeſus owns not only 


Chriſt expreſsly ſpeaks of another God than another than himſelf to be God; but alſo 
Himſelf. Secondly, that he owns. this God that he 75 2 or over himſelf, which is 
to be above, or over himſelf. 7:ird!y, Fhat plainly intimated: alſo by his Apoſtles : 


he wants thoſe Supereminent and Infinite Himſelf loudly proclaims his Subjection to 
Perfections, which belong only to the Lord the Father in many Inſtances: In General, 
God of Gods: Ot theſe I ſhall treat in a he declares his Father to be greater than he, 


manner ſuited to vulgar Capacities; for I Fou. 14.28. 50. Cy. 10. 29. he ſays he 


judge it very indecent to ſpeak or write of came not in his o but his Fathers Name 


morortant Articles, (which the Common or Authority, ohn 5. 43. That he ſought 


: People mult believe, and mult fo far un- not his own, but Gods Glory, nor made his 
derſtand) in ſuch a manner as leaves them ow: Will, but Gods, his Rule; and in 
V holy unintelligible. | ſ1ch a Poſture of Subjection he came down 


Firſt, Our Lo:d Jeſus Chriſt expreſsly e Heaven into this Earth; fo that it 
ſpeaks of another God diſtinct from him- ſhould ſeem, that Nature which did pre- 


felf : Several times, we find him ſaying, exiſt, did not poſſeſs the Supream Will, 


$ "ih 


W 


145 God of another, Mat. 27. 46. A God, even before it was incarnate, Fohy 6. 38. 
my God, Why halt thoutorſaken me? So John Again he owns his dependence upon his 
20. 17. ſure he intended not to ſay, my God and Father, even for thoſe Things, 

. i Whick 
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whith it is pretended beo to him as 2. The Son hill deliver 4 


Sorhiag, v. 30. In! 


« x. That all Things are to be put under it ſhall be otherwiſe, and God will mor 
Chri ſts Feet; all Enemies and Powers are immedfately appear in the Government o 
to be Subdued to him: But adds that tis the future State „ Which ſhall not be ſo 
Maryfeſt; Cod muſt be excepted outof theſe much Shared Probably, between him 
Things that are under him; and that for and the Redeemer, as the preſent Admi- 
this teaſon , becauſe tis he who did put niſtration appears ro be. This then will 
all under him; And how comes it to paſs, be the Iſſue of all our Diſptites; . God. 40 7 
that it is fo evident a Thing, that another in 4, and the Son Himel, Subject unden & 
muſt be ſuppoſed to be the great Author A Can any thing be more Expreſſive + 
of this Triumph of Chriſt > Why might of an Tnequality between God ind Chrift 
it not be done by himſelf independently But it will be ſaid by ſome, that byzths 
as the Supream God, and then there need Sn here, is meant the Son of Man, or \1 
have been no exception, of any one Be- Chrilt as Man; while as God, he ſhall 


ing, out of the all things under him? But not be Subjected to the Father. 

the Apoſtle knew that Jeſus Chrift miuſt R/. As chere is no intimation of any 

needs Triumph by a Power derived from ſuch diſtinction between the. pretendecc 
God; to whom it was molt eminently to t] Natures of the Son here 3 ſo there is 
be aſcribed, and then to one- who had fuch enough in the Words, to ſhew, that they = 
thoughts,it was manifeſt that there muſt de are {poken of him, under his Higheitk 
one excepted fromthe allThings under him, Capacity and Character; in omuch, that 
becauſe he muſt needs be above Chriſt Monſieur Claude mantains it io be true 
who enables him to Subtue all things, or of the Son 'ot God, as to his (luppoſed )* 


males him a God over all, Divine Nature: But tho there is no need. 
n Log — 24 my byd WA. © is A193 144 a ˖ e 2271 * } 


ſhall be Subj: ct. Second), His Subj ion (which they perverſly wou'd ſtretch, as tho. 


— 


to be ith, from his Wo no | 
{ir of his Church, ſince tis implyed that (which only are pretended to be his Fellows, 


IT4 1 


bf. Suppoſing ſ{uch- a. Mature, (which I ther, what ever Character elie they bear? 


think che Text plainl 


y contradicts) yet So then Jeſus Chriſt in his Higheſt Capa- 
*his Reaſons will hold fo far, as to prove city, is interior to the Father how can he be 


the Words do ipeak of Chriſt, under the the ſame Hod, to which he is Subject, or of 2 


Higheſt Character he bears, by the Name the ſame Rank and Dignity? ig ip 
of Son; for Firſt, as he ſays , tis not ſaid Thus it appears that Chriſt is ſoGod, as td 


the Son of Mun, but the Son abſolutely be under a Superior God, who has ter him o- 
which he thinks in the Scripture Ule ver all: And Suitable to this, is that Account 


is wont to mean more than the Son of whichtheScripture gives us of the Cod-head 


Man; and undoubted!y it imports all that of the B. Jeſus, viz. Becauſe he is inveſted 
comes under that Title; Nay more, tis ſaid, with a God- like Autho.ity and Power, from 
even the Son bimſef with gleat Emphaſis, the Supream God his Father. Thus when 
gu. d. as Great and G:otious as he is with he was accuſed by the captious Fews , 
all his Grandeur and Power; he himſelf for aſſuming the Charatter of Son of God, 


being oppoſed to his Reign, boch mult be it implyed an <quality with God) John 10, 


underſtood of the fame Subject; be ſure 35, 56. he explains in what Sence ory. 


the delivering up the Kingdom can only he juitifyed ir, iz. as one whom the Fa- 
be done by the lame to which it was cm ther had Sanctifyed, i. e. called to a greater 
mitted, and by which it was managed: Office, and honoured with an Higher Com- 


Now I ſhall allow, that only in his hu- miſſion than thoſe Magiſtrates, on whom 


mane Nature Chriſt cou'd give up his the Scripture fo. freely. beſtows the Title 
kingdom ; but then "cis, becaxſe cis as Man of Gods. So Heb 1. 8,9. when he is called 
Delegated, and Inhabited by God, that he God, "cis explained in what Senſe, or of 
tways and manages this Kingdom; and if what ſort of God, *Tis to be underitogd, 
this be allow'd (as I think it needs muſt) by ſaying that his Ged, Cuitimating he had) 


that the Man Chriſt is ſufficient, by help a God over him) had anointed him with: 


from God, to manage his Univerſal Spiri- Ol, &c. Thar is, bad invelted him with 
tual Kingdom, I ſee no reaſon there will Royal Power and D gniry (as Kings were 


be to oppole thoſe Vnitarians who think inſtalled in their Office, by anointing with 


him to be a ſufficient Saviour and Prince, Oyl, among the Fews) which is an Ex- 
tho” he be not the on'y Sup eam God; nor plication vi his God-head or Dominion; 
can any with reaſon attempt to prove him Aid this is ſaid to be above all his Fel o., 

N and Office as not ſure above the Facher and Holy Spirit, 


1% h, he muſt do Homage to God the as God, by them who underitinditof the 


Father, in deliverirg up his Kingdom to him; SupreainGod head) but aboveall othet Sub- 


and this very expretiion 20 God the Father, oidinate Buings; This is one plain Scripture 


makes it plain, that there is no God the Son, Account of his, being called God, for the e 


in the ſame Senſe, or in the ſame Supream Things are {poken to him, and of him, un- 


 Efl:nce with the Father, becauſe if chere der the Character of God. O God: Thy | 


were, then he ought not to be excluded Throne, &. wv. 3. I chink men ſhou'd be 


from this Glory ot, having luch open Ho- well atfured on hat G:ounds they go, be- 


mige paid to him, «whi.c 


* 


of this Diſcourſe, and fays he ſhall be 4/7 that he has exalted him to be a Prince and 
i all: How evidently do's he ſhew him io Savicur. Ch. 5.21, | 


be tar beyond ali that ave #07 God ihe Fa- 


m . Re L ol ; . t 
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_— 1 . " * 


h is here ap- fore they aſſian other reatons of this Cha- 
propriated to the Father only; and ſince racter, o dillere;)t {om the Scripture Ac- , - 
the Apoſtle ſpeaks of the ſame God, (whom court Let it ſuffice us, that God hath, 
he explains to be the Father) to the end made him both Lord and Chiſt, As 2.36. 


o A 4 1 
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of God, to be ꝑiven to Chriſt ſince that may 


de, and yet it will not prove him tobe the 


Supream independent God; but only one 


' 


who is inhabited of, and Commiſſioned 
and enabled by him who is ſo. A, to that 
| 12 Philip. 2. 6. which is Corruptly ren - 


ed in our Tranſlation; he thought it no 


Robbery to be equal to God: It is confeſs'd 


by adverfarles themſelves, that it ſhou'd be 
read thus, v2. that he did not aſſume, or 


- -Arrogate, or Snatch at, or Cover an equa- 
lity with God; the Words are never 
'known to be uſed in any other Senſe, as 


is ſhown by Doctor Tillotſon in his Diſ- 
courſes againſt the Sociniaus; allo by Dr. 
hitby in his Expoſition on the place, and 
others. So that this rather denies than 
aſſerts Chriſts equality to God, tho' (till 


he Was in the Form of God, "AS that Notes 
the outward Refemblance of him in his 
mighty Power and Works, &c. which is 


the conſtant meaning of the word Form in 


the New Teſtament. 


But becauſe ſome think ſuch Perfections 


are in Scripture aſcribed to Chriſt, as will 


prove him to be God in the higheſt Senſe, 
I proceed to ſſiew; | 


Thirdly, That our Bleſſed Lord ] eſus 


Dilclaims thoſe Infinite perfections which 


belong only to the Supream God of Gods. 


And 'tis moſt certain, that if he want one, 


or any of theſe PerfeCtions that are Eſſen- 
tial to the Deity; He is not God in the 
Chief Senſe : And if we find him Diſ- 


claiming the Oze, he cannot challenge the 


Other; tor to deny Himſelf to have all 
Divine Perfections; or to deny Nimfelf 


to be the Infinite God, is the fame Thing: Nay further, Our Lord confiders Hun? | 
Let us obſerve ſome Inſtances for the Proof 
of this Point. a | 


1. One Great and Peculiar Perfection 


of the Deity, is Abſolute, underived 
Omnipotence: He who cannot Work he wou'd have owned his Power to be 
he from that Word or Divine Ss. 
Liſt of Himſelf, without help frem * . i 


all Miracles, and do whatever he 
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However, our Adverſaries will gain no- 
thing by alledging Texts to prove the Title 
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nother, can never be the Supream Being, 


or God; Becauſe he appears to be an m- 
perfect, Detective Being, Comparatively, 
ſince he needs help, and can Receive addi- 
tional Strength from Another than Him- 


ſelf. | 
Now, it is moſt evident, that our Lord. 
Jeſus (whatever Power he had) Conteſſes 
again and again, that he had not Infinite 


Power of Himſelf, John 5. 30. Of my Self. 
1 can do nothing. He had been Speaking 


of great Miracles, viz. Railing the Dead, 


and Executing all Judgment; but all a- 
long takes Care, Men ſhou'd know that 
His Hafficiency for thele Things was of 
God the Father. In the begining of 'the 


Diſcourſe, v. 19. the Son can do nothing bat 


what he fees the Father do: So in the Mid- 
dle. v. 26, 27. the Father has given to the 
Hou to have life in Himſelf; and as if he 
cou'd never too much Inculcate this great 
Truth, he adds towards the Concluſion; 
T can do nothing of my Self am inavrs, or 


from nothing that is my Seff do I draw 


this Power and Authority. Sure this is 


not the Voice of God, but of a Man! For 
the moſt High can Receive from none; 


he cannot be made more Mighty or Wile, 
Cc. becauſe to Abſolute Perfection can be 


no Addition, Rom. 11. 35. And ſince 


Power in God, is an Eſſential Perfection; 


it follows, that if it be derived, Then ſo 
is the Eſſence o Being it Self, which is 


Blaſphemy againſt the Moſt High, for tis 
to Vngod Him; to Number Him among 


Poor Dependent Derivative Beings; Whilſt 
the Supream God indeed, is only he wha 
is the Firſt Cauſe, and Ablolute Original 


of all. 


felt here, in Oppoſition to his Farther; who 


he fays, gave him all Power: Now if he 
had ſuch an Eternal D.vine Word, United 


more nearly to Bim than the Father; Surely 


How 


— 
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How comes he to Aſcribe nothing to 


hat, fince *tis ſuppoſed to be equal in 
Power to the Father Himſelf, and more 


nearly Allyed to Jeſus Chriit , as the O- 


perating Principal in Him? So Fohy 14. 10. 


Fal ber in me does the Works; by which, 
. * * 8 @ Fo 
tis evident there was no Divine Agent in 


and with Him, but the Father; He only 


has all Power of Himſelf, and needs no 
Aſſiſtance. 

2. Anot her Infinite Perfection; that muſt 
needs be in the Deity, is Supream Abſo- 
Inte Goodneſs : All Nations have conſented 
to this by the Light of Nature; that T'4y 0c», 


& Optimus Maximus, are the Prime 


Characters of the Sypream as the Orazor 
ſays, he is One; qu nec Melius, nec Majus 


b concipi Poteſt: The Fulleſt, and Higheſt 


bol all that are called Good, For indeed all 


_— 
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other Good is derived from Him. 
Now the Lord Jeſus expreſsly Diſclaim 


this Character, Mat. 19. 17. Jeſus ſaid to 


him, Ni calle5t thou me Good? there ts 
Kone Good but one, that is God; where tis 
moſt evident that he diſtinguiſhes Himſelf 


from God, as not the ſame with Him, and 
gqenies of Himſelf, what 1 affirms of God: 


And as to that Divine Perfection of Su- 
Pream Infinite Goodneſs; He Challenges 


the Man for preſuming to ſay what ſee- 


med to Attribute it to Him, and leads 
Him off to Another; who, and who only 
was more Eminently ſo. | 
Tis aſtoniſhing to, ſee what Violence is 
Offered to the Sacred Text, by ſuch as 
Mantain the Equality of Jeſus Chriſt to 
God His Father : What a ſtrange fetch is 
it to ſuppoſe our Lords Meaning to be 


This? 4 d. [know Man, thou dot not 


tale Me for God as Iam; Why then doſt 


thou give Me the Title belonging to Him 
only: when there is not one Word in the 


Context looking this Way ; For Chriſt ne- 
ver Challenges the Poor Man, with this, 
that he thought too. meanly of kim (as 
they ſuppoſe) but quite contrary , that he 


— 2 * * — — . 
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Thought or Spake too 


tious Clauſe, as that this He aid to 


hzghly of Him; And 
verily if the Mans Error lay in this, that he 
thought too meanly of Chriſt, whillt His 
words otherwiſe were juſtly enough ap- 


plyed to Him: I cannot think our Lord 


would have rebuked Him in that Manner; 
for inſtead of keeping him ſtill to the right 

Object, and rectifying His apprehenſions 
about it, which only were wrong, He 


ſeems clearly to carry Him off to another 


from Himſelf, as not the right Object, 
without rectifying His Thoughts of Chriſt 
at all; and to what End coud Chriſt Re- 
prove Him in ſuch away, as never tells 
Him what was his Fault, rather tempts 
Him to run into another, and leads Him 
out of the Way. | | 3 
It ſhou'd ſeem rather (if any ſuch notion 


had been then conceived by any, ) that the 


Man did think Him to be God; for if he 


thought Him to be the Sypream Good, that 


was to make Him God in His eye; and if He. 


did not intend ſo much, but only meant it 
of an Taferior Good, how cou'd Chriſt re- 


buke Him for it, ſince that was no Fault 
or Error? And truly they who ſay Chriſts 
Receiving Y/&/-ip, when on Earth, proves 


His Deity,can hardly givean Account why 


the Man ſhould-give, or Chriſt Receive 
Worſhip from Him, as He did, Mark 10. 


17. if he did not take him for God? How- 


ever, whatſoever the Man thought, he ſays 
what Jeſus Chriſt thought, was only pro- 
per to be faid of God, and too much to - 
be ſaid of Himſelf, as the Obvious Senſe 
of His Words declares. 5 

And let me add, that if our Lord Jeſus 
had on purpoſe left the Matter Diſguiſed, 
not willing to diſcover who he was then; 
yet tis ſtrange that the Evangeliſts who 
many Years after relate the Matter, 
when it was Neceſſary to have it believed, - 
that Chriſt was Supream God (as is pre- 
tended) that they 7 ſay, ſhou'd not un- 
riddle the Matter, by inſerting ſome Cau- 
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- What can be ſaid againſt theſe plain Ar- 


bim, or becauſe he knew he denied His 
Cod - head, or the like; For ſometi mes on 
leis Occaſions they enter ſuch Cauti ons, 
John 6. 6. Ch. 21. 23. And yet tho Three 
of the Evangeliſts relate this Diſeourſe, 
they all do it the ſame way, and not one 
of them Says a tittle to direct us to this 
Secret way of Interpretation, but leaves 
us to the hazard of a moſt. Fatal miſtake 
(even Recommended tous by this Hiſtory;) 
if Jeſus Chriſt were indeed the Supream 
Good in as High a Senſe as God His Father, 
which he ſo apparently here denies, and 
by that he denies Himſelf to be the moſt 
High Gd. e 
3. I will only add one perfection more, 
vx. eee. e _— — 
Knowledge of all Things, Pat, Preſent, 
and to came, P.. 147. 5. His underftanding 
7 Infinite, So Iſa. 41. 23. AE 15. 18. 
known to God are all His works from the 
gin oF 
Now, tis plain our Lord Jeſus Chriſt 
had not this Infinite Knowledge, Particu- 
larly notot future Things, ſuch as 
of Judgment, Mark 13. 32. Says he, of 
that Day knows no Man, no, not the Angels 
in Heaven, nor the Son, but the Father 
only. Here the Su profeſſes His know- 


- 
x 


ledge to be limited, and Inferior to the 


Fathers, i. e. the Son of the Father, or Son 
of God; the Sox ns above Angels in Know- 
ledge, the Son in the moſt Eminent Senſe: 
Now how is it poſſible the So can be God 
Infinite, and yet have but a finite under. 
ſtanding? or can he be Equal in Know- 


| ledgeto the Father, and yet not know as 
much as the Father? And be ſure if he was 


not an Infinite God, when on Earth, he 
cannot be ſuch afterwards: 


Diſclai ming Iritinite Original Power, Good- 
neſs and Knowledge to belong to Him, but 
attributes them to His Father 0z/y as ano- 
ther, diſtin& from Himfelf, from whom 


he derived of each in a dependent limited 


Manner - 


of the day. 


Thus we have 
feen Chriſt Himſelf, with His own mouth 


* 


— —— 


guments ? Litnagine our Oppoſers have bit 
one ſhhift left for the e them, and 
that is a diſtinction which ſerves em in 


all Caſes; for they ſay, Jeſus Chriſt ſpeaks 
theſe Things of Himſelt,as Man only, while 


he had another Nature as God, which he 
Reſerved, and Excepted out of the Caſe ; 
So that when he lays, I cannot do thus my 
Self, or I am not to be called the Chief 


Good, or do not know this, &c. accor- 
ding to them, the meaning is qu. d I have 


not theſe perfections in my humane Nature, 


but yet I know, and can do all unaſſiſted, 


and am the Chief Good in My Divine 
Nature, which alſo is more properly my 
Self: The Vanity of which Subterfuge ! 
intend now to lay open, by ſhewing how 
Abſurdly this Diſtin&tion of the rwo Na- 
tures is pretended, to take off the Force 


of ſuch Expreſſions from Chriſts -own 
Mouth, which m their Natural and Un- 


diſguiſed appearance, do prochim His 
Inferiority to God, even the Father, and 
I ſhail Dwell the more upon this, becauſe 
tis the moſt Popular and Common E- 
vaſion, and comes in at every turn, when 


all other relief fails. : 9 

It wou'd be no unreaſonable Demand ; 
to ask, what Intimation of any ſuch Di- 
Hinction of two Natures they can 


int 
us to, in any of theſe Diſcourſes of Chriſt 2 
Why ſhou'd Men Deviſe or Imagine for 
Him, ſuch a Strange, and ſeemingly De- 
ceitful way of Speaking, from no Ground, 
nor Neceſſity, other than that of uphol- 
ding their own precarious Opinion? But 
I have ſeveral Remarks to make upon this 
common Anſwer. tf Ion 
That which in the Firſt place I have to 
Object againſt it is; That our Bleſſed Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt, if Hmſelf was the Supream + 
God in any Nature of His ow», Cou'd not 
have ſaid ſuch Things, (as I conceive) in 
any Conſiſtency , with Truth and Sincetityg « 4 
„ (which + - 


F 
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while Himſelf cou'd do, and did know 


very well, as beſure if he was the Supream 


God, he cou'd and did, for this were to 
make Him ſay what is molt Falſe, and to 
Equivocate in the moſt deceitful manner; 


for tho* we, fhou'd ſuppoſe he-contifted oi 
two Infinitly diſtant Natures, and ſo had 


two Capacities of Knowledge, Cc. Let 
fince Himſelf includes them both, it fol- 


\lows, that the denying a Thing of Himſelf 


in abſolute Terms, without any Limitation 


in the Words, or other obvious Circum- 


Cancer, does plainly imply a denial of its 
belonging to any part of His Perfon, or 
to any Nature in it; For tho' we may af- 
firm a Thing of a Perſon, which belongs 
only to a part of him; as I may properly 
{xy a Man is wounded or hurt, tho' it b 
only in one Member, ſuppoſe an Arm; 
vet I cannot jultly deny a Thing of him 
which belongs only to one part, becauſe 
it belongs not to another; as I cannot ſay 


a Man is not wounded, - becauſe tho' one 


Arm be Shot or Wounded ,. yet the other 
is whole. | I 
For inſtance, I havetwo O 


rgans of ſight, 


if being asked whether Iſaw him, I ſhou'd 


(which'he always mantained,, ſtrictly) he 
eou'd not ſay Himſelt cou'd not do, or th 
did not know the Thing, Which all this 


coming ſliall bea Mat.. 3, He anſwers 
em by givingithem ſome Genetal Ac- 
count of the Matter, but ſays that the par- 
ticular Day and Ihur he knew not, nor 


did any know but the Father, eau, (ſay 


my oppoſers) that he knew it not with his 
Humane knowledge, tho' he knew it well 
enough with His Divine, at the ſame time, 
that he ſaid, rhe Son brows it not, abſolute- 
ly and indefinitely, 5 
And yet if Jeſus Chriſt had a Divine 
Knowledge and Nature, no doubt his Diſ- 
ciples(who, if an Body muſt be ſuppoſed to 
believe it) directed the queſtion to that, ra- 
ther than to helen humane capacity; 
and yet in anſwer to it, he ſays, he kyew 
not the day, which wou'd not be counted 
Sincerity or Truth in Men, much leſs - 
was Jeſus Chriſt in danger of it, in His 
mouth 0 Guile wasz-let us not impute it 


t Him. . od A hs its, . 
That you may ſee this is fair reaſoning, 


hear how ſome of the other fide own it, 


when out. of the heat of this controverſy. 
See Doctor Stillingfleets Sermon, on Mat. 
IO, 16. ſpeaking at: the Equi vocations of 
Popiſh Prieſts, whoſe common. Anſwer; 
when Examined about what they have 
known by Conteſſion, is that they how 


"two Eyes; Now ſuppoſe I converſe with a ir #or, which they think to vindicate from 
Man with one Eye ſhhui and the other open; 


the charge of Lying; by ſaying, that i» 
Conteſſion, the Pri et knows Matters as 


dare to ſay I ſaw him not (without any God, not as Man, and therefore he denies 


limitation) meaning to my ſelf, that I ſaw to know them, meaning it, as Man. But 


him not with the Eye which was ſhut, ſays the Doctor this is abſur'dʒ becauſe to 


tho' {till I ſaw him well enough with the ſay he does not know, is as much 
Eye which was open; I fear I ſhou'd bear as to ſay he doth not any way lnom: 

the reproach of a Lyar and Decerver, not- Now it this be a good anſwer -again(t 
withſtanding ſuch a mental Reſervationas the Papi tr, as no doubt it is; Then ſure 


ſome wou'd attribute to the Holy Feſuus. oin 
For knowledge is the Eye of the Perion, Chriſt ſays, he knows not the Day of 


dis ſo in the preſent Caſe : Therefore when 


Jeſus Chriſt is ſuppoſed to have two of Judgment; cis as much as to ſay he does 
theſe knowing Capacities; ' the one weak, not any way know it; and conſequently, 
the other ſtrong and peircing that diſcerns 'tis a vii Shift to ſay, it was as Man only; 

all Things; now as /ach an one, the Diſ- we nat beware leaſt we. bring the Holy _ 
ciples repair to Him, and ask Him, when Jeſus onder fc r:proach for Equivocati- 


the end of the World and time of His or, «3 they Romiſh Prieits lye un 


der; 
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rumd male the Feſvits themſelves think they 
have a good Title to that Name , by imi- 


tating herein, his own Example; which 


in this very inſtance they alledge with ſo 
great Advantage according to this Interpre- 
tation. | x 
2. As a further Evidence, That Jeſus 
Chriſt intended no ſuch Diſtinction of two 
Natures, as is pretended ; tis to be obſer- 
ved, that he puts not the diſtinction, or 
oppoſition between the Son of Afar, and 
the Eternal Word (as ſome ſpeak) but be- 
tween the Son and his Father, Mark 13. 
32. Not the Son knows, but only the Father; 
by which tis plain, He had no thoughtot 


including any Perſon or Nature of }:is own 


among the excepted : For whatever was 
not the Father, he ſays, was ignorant of 
that Day; now 'tis certain, that in 20 Na- 
ture was the Son the Father; and conſe- 
quently where None but the Father knows, 
none who is not the Father, can be intend- 
ed; and finceour Lord was making an ex- 
ception in the Caſe, he wou'd not have 
forgotten to except the Eternal Word too, 
if there had been ſuch a Divine principle 
in himſelf, equal to the Father and diſtinct 
from him; tor 'tis a known Rule, that an 
exception from a general Aſſertion, con- 
firms it as to other inſtances not excepted. 


Will they ſay, That by the Father is 


meant all Three Perſons here? Vi. Fa- 
ther Son and Holy Ghoſt: What! can the 
Father as oppoſed to the don, be put for 
the Fatherand the Son 2 What woful work 
will this make with Scripture, . to-ſuppoſe 
that what are Oppœſed to each other, do 
include each other, under the very Chara- 
cters by which they are oppoſed. 2 As well 
may they ſay; that in the Baptiſmal Form; 
by the Father is meant, Father, Son, and 
Spirit, tho' he be diſtinguiſhed from the 
other two; and I ſhou'd deſpair of ever 
underſtanding the Scriptures above all 
Books that ever were written, at this Rate 
of Interpretation: No doubt therefore, 
but the Father as oppoſed to the Son, ex- 
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cludes all that is 
cou'd be no Son of God that knew of th. 


the Son, and then ther 


Day which only the Father knew of, anu 
conſequently no Son that is God equal to 


the Father. | 


3. Moreover, That Interpretation muſt 


needs be unjuſt, which if admitted, will 


make all, even the moſt plain Speech an- 


certain, and utterly inſignificant; as this 
interpretation of Chriit's words wou'd do: 


For as I ask the Patrons of this Opinion, 


in what words Jeſus Chriſt cou'd iz Brief 
have denied himſelf to be God moſt High, 


if he had a mind to do it, more plain and 


full than theſe? In which he ſays, he knew 
not all things as the Father did, nor-cou'd 


do all things, &c. , So I wou'd fain have 


them ſhew me; 
he cou'd have uſed , which the ſame way 
of interpretation, as they here uſe , will 


what words of that Nature 


not evade and make inſignificant. For 


had he ſaid, or Sworn in plain words thus, 


Viz, I tell you I am not the Supream God; 


and none but my Father has that Glory. 
They wou'd upon the ſame Reaſon ſtillhave 


ſaid, This was to be underſtood of. him as 


Mau only: So that, no words pro feſſinꝑ 


himſelf ot to be God, cou'd be a proot - 


of it, if this way of interpretation be Al- 


lowed : So that Imay ſafely ſay thus much, 


that the Bleſſed Jelus hag declared himſelf -- 


not to be the Supream Gods, or equal to 
the Father, as plainly as words cou d ſpeak; 


or in brief, expreſs: And that this Decla- 


ration made by him already is not to be 
evaded , any other way, that what wi 
make it impoſſible his mind ſhou'd be un- 


derſtood by any words he cou'd have de- 
ſignedly uſed in the matter: Let any one 


try if this do. not hold True; and ture ie 


muſt be an abſur d way of interpretation 
which leaves a Man no Opportunity or 


Power of ſpeaking his Meaning plainly, ſo 
as to be underſtood... _ SP 4 { 


4. Again, This way of interpretation, which 


the Advocates. of the Opinion I @ppoſe;, 
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ſo much neceſſuated to, for upholding: | 
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in the place mentioned, 
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1 ir Cauſe, does plainly overt 
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hrow it a- ſecret unexpreſſed Reſerve, Viz: Meaning 


ain, and may be turned againſt them- it of the Divine Nature (to which they be- 


ves; for if it be juſt and true to deny of 
Ohriſt abſolutely what belongs to him in 
dne Nature, becauſe there is another Na- 


ture in which it belongs not to him; then, 


ſince to be the chief God belongs to him 


(according to our Adverſaries) only in one 
Nature, and not in reſpect of the other, 


or humane Nature, it follows that it may 
2s juſtly be ſaid Jeſus Chriſt is hot God, 


nor to be Worſhiped or Truſted as ſuch; 
Nay, That he was not before the Virgin 
Mam; according to them and the like; 


and this without adding any limitation or Divine Nature, whoſe the Perſonality is, 


reſtriction „ any more than our Lord does 


What would they ſay to one who ſhou'd 
ſpeak or preach 10, That Jeſus is not God, 


that he cannot do all things, nor is equal 


to the Father, &c. Wou'd they not con- 
clude he was a Denyer of the Deity of 
Chrift 2 elſe he wou'd never ſpeak fo un- 
guarded : upon the ſame Account, when 
Jeſus Chriſt himſelf ſays it; that he can- 
not of hiwfelf do all things, nor knows all 


things, and makes no reſerves in his words, 


we may conclude he alſo dex:es his being 


© - Supream God ; ef/e, if it be a juſt way of 


ſpeaking in him, it cannot be unjuſt in us 
toimitate him, by denying him indefinite- 
Iy, to be, what he in anyone Nature is not, 
1. e. that he is mot God, without adding 


: more. P | i 


Nay. After this way of Speaking which 
they Attribute to Chriſt , a Man may be 
Taught to ſay his Creed Backward , and 
yet make a true profeſſion of his Faith, by 


' denying of Jeſus Chriſt in abſolüte Ex- 
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prefiibns, what ever may be denied of one 


of his Natures; thus ſmcethe Hpoſtles Creed 


takes Notice of nothing to be believed con- 
cerning Chriſt, but What belongs to his 
Aaniuod (which is very ſtrange, if there 
Were any Articles relating to his Divinity, 
avhich muſt needs be molt important} one 


- tay venture to deny rhenrall, with this 


long not) So that one may ſay, I believe 
not that Jeſus Chriſt was Conceived of the 

Holy Ghoſt, or Born of the Virgin Mary; 
I believe that he never was Crucified under 
Pontius Pilate, nor was Dead or Buried; 
that he never Roſe nor Aſcended, nor will 
Return viſibly again; for his Divine Nature 


(which tis pretended he had) was not ca- 


pable of theſe Things; and fince they ſay, 
the Perſonality is Divine, here ſeems more 


warrant to be bolder in denying indefinite-. 


ly of the perſon what belongs not to the 


than in ſo denying, of the perſon what on- 
ly belongs riot to the humane Nature; as 
this interpretation makes Chriſt to do. 

5. Finally, it weighs ſomething with 
me, in oppoſition to this way of interpre- 
tation, that the Evangeliſts never take any 
occaſion (when they had ſo many} to ſub- 
joyn any Caution againit taking Chriſt's 
words in their obvious Sente, when he ſays, 
He did not know the Hour, &&c. and the 
like. If as we faid, our Lord had no mind 
to reveal his Divinity ( tho? I fee not (till 
why he ſhou'd deny it thus) yet /zre his 
Apoſtles who wrote fo many Years after, 
whom it concerned to Reveal all impor- 
tant Truths moſt clearly, wou'd not fail to 
have ſet rhe Reader Right, by removin 
ſuch obvious Objections as theſe are again 


the Supream Deity of Chriſt ; and ſaying, 


he ſpake this only in reſpect of his Mau- 
hood, that he kaew not all things, &c. 
But here is not one Caution given, as of- 
ten we lind there was about lefs Matters, 
ohn 2. 21. ch. 11. 13. No doubt it was, 
becauſe they wou' d have the thing under- 
ſtood as it fairly lyes, not thinking of any 
ſuch ſecret Reſerve in Chrift, of à Divine 
Nature this Perſon, to be tacitly except- 


ed, when he had denied ſuch perfections 


of his Perſon indefinitely. 


Thus it remains Good, that Jeſus Chriſt 


diſclaims infinite per fectione, to belong to 
| | him 
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him as to the Father; and therefore that 

he is not the ſame infinite God with him, 
jf we can believe his own Words: But be- 
fore I conclude this Argument, I ſhall en- 
deavour to Anſwer what our Oppoſers of- 
fer on the contrary ſide: They ſay there is 


abundant Evidence from other Scriptures, 


that Jeſus Chriſt has thoſe perfections in 
him, which I have ſhewed in the foremen- 
tioned places, he denies of himſelf; theſe 
they lay in Ballance to theother, and ſince 
both fides cannpt he proved, it mult be 
examined, which ought to yield? Parti- 
cula ly they lay Omniſcience is aſcribed to 
Jeſus Chriſt, even ſuch as is peculiar to the 
Supream God, and fince this indeed is that 
infinite perfedtion which they ſeem to al- 
led ge the moſt plaufible Teſtimonies for its 


belonging to him, therefore I chuſe to 


ſingle out this in particular: I think I have 
made good the Negative already from his 

own Mouth, that he did not know all 
things : Nor can any thing of equal Evi- 
dence and Force be produced for the Af- 


fimative, as will appear upon conſiderate 


Exammation. „ 

The inſtances uſually alledged to prove 
the infinite Omniſcience of Jeſus Chriſt are 
either; 1. Such as ſpeak of his knowing 410 
things in General ; or, 2. Of his knowing 
Mens Thoughts and Hearts in particular: 
To both which I Reply, | 

Firſt, Tis ObjeRed, that the Diſciples 
aſcribeto him the Knowledge of all things, 
as John 16. 30. ch. 21.17. Thou knoweſt all 

things : I Anſwer, That as thoſe Expreſſi- 
ens are words of Admiration from the 
Ditciples vor yet inſpired : Sothey are in- 
tended only to expreſs a very great and 
comprehenſive Knowledge far from infi- 
nlite, Divine Omniſcience, as appears. 

I. By Ghriit's own words he knew not 
what the Father knew, Fir. The time of 
the Day of Judgment. | 


2. In that it was common to aſcrive all 


. ancwiledge to Men of extraordinary 


idem, eſpecially when any intended to 


lat commend them highly, and were affected 
with wonder; for Admiratien and Praiſe 


which himlelf Denies, he comes 


— 


naturally inclines to run out igto Mperbo- 
les; thus the Woman of Tekoah under 2 
ſurpriſing wonder of David's Sagacity cries 


out: My Lord knows all things on Earth , 


and is as Wiſe as an Angel, 2 Sam. 14. 20. 


and the Apoſtle in commendation of fome 


Chriſtians: ſays , . They knew all Things, 
1 Fobn 2 20. and 27. and yet tis plain.tuch 
Encomiums muſt have their limitations; 


and indeed the Jews ſeem to have thought 


that their Prophets knew, in a manner, 44 
Things, Thus Lake 7. 39. Whena woman 
of ill Fame Anointed our Lords Head; 
the Phariſee ſays of him, If this Man were 
a Prophet, he would kuow what manner of 
Woman this is: And when the woman of 
Samaria found that he told herof all her 
ſecret Acts that ever ſhe did, ſheconcludes 
thus, Sir I perceive thou art a Prophet, 
John 4. 19. Tis no wonder then if the 
Diſciples ſpeak thus of him, thou knoweſt 
all things, without eſteeming him more 
than the greateſt of Prophets. n 


3. Tis evident they never intended 
more, by attributing al knowledge to him, 


from their ou words in one of the Texts 
mentioned, Fob 16. 30. Where the Diſ- 
ciples tell us, how much they inferred from 


his Great Knowledge (which they deſcribe 
and extol, by faying, Thou knoweſt 42 


things) not that he was Cod, but one ſent 


of God, by this we believe that thou cameſt 


forth from God: Not that thou thy ſelf art 


that God. So that by thele large expreſſi- 


ons, they only intend to Attribute to 


hi ? 
what a created Being is, by Divine Ali | 
ſtance, capable of; and therefore tis. Vio- 


lence to theli words, to infer from them? 
that Jeſus Chriſt is God, when themſelves 
infer no ſuch thing; who beſt knew their, 
OWN meaning. 15 
And yet if it were Granted that our Lord 
Jeſus knows all things, i. e. which actualiy 
are; yet if he knows not all Futurities too, 
ſhort of 


— 


* £ 
” * 
1 * * — 
2 = „* »“ 


infinite 


\ . 83 . > 


>”. A © 


5 


— 


 ' Infinite Omniſcience. 
& finite Being may have a knowledge com- 
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For ought I know, 


menſurate to this poor Earth, whichis but 
a duſt of the Ballance; and yet not know 
all Gods ſecret Purpoſes, or the Seaſons 


Which the Father keeps in his own Hand, 
. 7. 3 


2. Ig Objefted, That the knowledge of 
the Heart is aſcribed to Chriſt, John 2.25. 
Mat. 9. 9. But eſpecially, Rev. 2. 23. and 
this they ſay is What belongs to God only, 
as Solomon judges, r Kin. 8. 39. and God 
claims it as his eminent Glory, Fer. 17. 10. 


and yet Feſus Chriſt ſays, I am he who 
ſearches the Heart; therefore ſay whey , 
ſurely he muſt be that God, o only knows 


the Hearts of all the Children of men. I 


take this to be the ſtrongeſt inſtance that 


can be produced from the Sacred Text, for 
proving any infinite Divine Perfections to 


belong to the Lord Jeſus Chritt , and it 


ſhall be ſeriouſly coniidered. | 
In Anſwer hereto , I ſhall ſhew Tiro 

things. 1. In what Senſe, the ſearching 

and knowing the Heart is made peculi ar 


to God, and incommuniecable to others, by 


thoſe Texts: 2. That notwithſtanding it 
be peculiar to him in ſome Senſe, yet theſe 
ads may in another Senſe be juſtly Attri- 
buted to another, and perform'd by him 


who isnot the Moſt High God. 


1. As to the former, tho' Solomon (ay, 
Theu Lord on knowelt the Hearts of all 


Men. Yetwhat if I ſay, 'tis no wonder that 
- Solomon ſhou'd not know of any other to 
"whom that Excellency was Communica- 


ted. fince this My/tery of the Unſearchable 
Riches and Fulnets of Chriſt, and of Gods 


being mani feſt in his Fleſh , and his High 
Exaltation of him, was hidden in the A- 


ges paſt, and only marifeſted in the times 


of the Goſpel; for tis in theſe latter times 


that our Lord Jeſus has obtained his great 


Authority and Dignity, for Which he has 
Received anſwerable Abilities : Yet I add, 
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port that God has xo equal herein, or that 
there is an Eminent Senſe only in which 
ſuch perfeQions are peculiar to Cod, and 
incommunicable to all others; tho” ſtill in 
a Lower Senſe ſomething of them may be 


_ Communicated by him to others; and this 


ſhall be ſeen, to be no forced Suppoſition, 
dut according to the current ſtrain of plain 
Scripture , in a multitude of inſtances. 
Thus tis ſaid, That Cod only is Wiſe, Nom. 
16. 27. 1 Tim. 1. 17. So Ch. 6. 16. God 
only has Immortality. So Thou only art 
Fh, Rev.15. 4. and yet there are Wile and 
Holy Men, and immortal Holy Angels and 
Spirits; bur the meaning of thoſe appro- 
priate E xpreſſions is, that the Bleſſed God 
is Wiſe, and Holy, and Immortal, in a 
more Excellent way and higher Senic than 
all others, and in which Senſe others can- 
not be ſo, ſo when *tis ſaid God on knows 
the hearts of Men, it muſt be interpreted 
the ſame way, Y;z. That there is none can 
know the Heart as God does, ſo Univer- 
fally, ſo immediately and independently: 
And yet tis no contradiction, to ſay that 


he enables another to do it, in great mea- 


ſure, under him; and as he wou'd Argue 
dut very weakly who ſhou'd go about to 
prove an Angel to be God, from this that 
he is called Holy and Wiſe, Cc. whieh 
are faid to belong to God only: Eves ſo 
in the fame manner muſt they Argue who 


wou'd prove Jeſus Chriſt to be the Supream | 


God, from his knowing Mens Hearts, be- 
cauſe 'tis ſaid to belong to God only; ex. 
cept they can ſhe that Jeſus Chriſt knows 
in the ſame excellent independent manner 
and degree as his Father, and that he is 
no more beholden to him for Ability and 
Aſſiſtance than he isto his Son Feſws Chriſt. 
So I might Argue from J. 46. 9. That 
God only knows Futurities, and yet how 
often have the: Prophets foretold them 
from him? 8 


And ' tis not hard to ſuppoſe that asHoli- 


ſuch Expreſſions in Scripture ,” appropria- neſsand Wiſdom, fo to know the thoughts 


ting ſome perſedtions to God, do only im- and Hearts of Men, hath been Com 


munt- _ 
cated | 


—— — Pao 


cated to Prophets and Apoſtles; was there 


not ſomething of this, if not in the Pro- 


phet Eliſbas, telling the ſecret Counſels 
of the Syrian King, 2 Kings 6, 12. yet at 
leaſt in the Spirit of Diſcerning mentioned 
r Cor. 12. 10. and in the caſe of Anani as and 
Saphira? Acts 5. I grant this was by Di- 
vine 4//i&ance of the Spirit ot God, and by 
Revelation : Neither is our Lord Feſus 
Chri ſt aſham'd to own that His knowledge 


is ſometimes owing to Revelation from God 


His Father, Rev. 1. 1. If any ſhou'd ask, 
how Jeſus Chriſt comes to know all that 
he Reveals in thoſe Seven Epiſtles to the 
Sever Churches, &c. The very Fir t 
Words of that Book of the Revelations, 
may be an anſwer, It was the Revelation 
which God gave to Jeſus Chriqt, &c. No 
wonder then that he ſays, he knows their 
Works, their Hearts, and their approaching 
Judgments and Tryals, when His own 
vaſt Abilities are aſſiſted by Gods Revelation. 

But it will be ſaid, that His ſearching 
the Heart, Imports it to be His own Act. 


Anfwer ; So it may very well be; for what- 


ever a Man knows, he knows it by his 


own Act; And why may not the Mind 


ſearch, and yet be under the light of Re- 


velation, and the Influence of Superior 


aſſiſtance? But yet after all, theſe Words 


of learching the Heart, are only an ex- 
preſſion that denotes the Accaracy of His 
Knowledge, not the Manner of attaining 


to it, for taken properly, as applyed to 
God, 'cis diſhondurable to ſay, he is put 
to make a ſearch, ſince all things are naked 
and open to His view. And if they muſt 
be taken Hricthy and Properly, as applyed 
to Chriſt, then they belong not to Him 
in the ſame Sence as they do to God, and 
ſo can be no Argument of His being that 
God, which leads me to ſhew: 3 
Sesondiy, That theres no abſurdity in at- 


tributing ie Knowledge of the Heart to 


Jeſus Chrift, tho' He be not the Mott 


High God. That he knows things with 


ſome limitation as to the Degree, and in 
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dependence on His Father, as to the ay - - 


ner, appears by what has been ſaid already: 
And therefore the knowledge of the heart 
attributed to Him, mult be ſuch as is con- 
ſiſtent with His Subordination to the Fa- 
thers greater Knowledge. „ 

Tis pleaded, That tis not poſſible for 


a Finite Being to have ſuch Univerſal 


knowledge of the hearts and ways of Men, 


as is aſcribed to Jeſus Chriſt, and which 


as Head and Ruler of the Church , and 
World, He ought to have, and therefore 
he is infinite God. F | 

Anſwer , J am pretty ſure, it can never 
be demonſtrated , that it exceeds a Finite 
capacity. to know the concerns of all on 
this Earth, when the enlarged underſtan- 
ding is aſſiſted in the higheſt Manner by 
Divine influence and Revelation. The 
reaſon is, becauſe the Oëject is Finite, and 
I challenge any Man to ſhew me how it 
can be impoſſible for a Finite capacity to 
Comprehend a Finite Object, as this World 
is, and wou'd be, tho' it were Ten thou- 


ſand times greater than it is? Iam Satisfy'd 


this can never be demonſtrated to imply 
any contradiction in it; And that all ſuck 


imaginations concerning it, Proceed Chiefly - 


from too high a Conceit of Man, and toe 
low apprehenſion of the infinite God; as 


if the diſtance between theſe two was 


ſo (mall, that there cou'd not be one made 
of a Capacity ſo much above Men, as to 
be Commenſurate to them all, but pre- 
ſently he muſt be the moſt High God, 
as tho that Supreme Being cou'd not pro- 
duce one who ſhou'd be a Thouſand times 
beyond all this Earth and its Inhabitants, 
and yet it be infinitely below Himſelf : 
Methinks, if the Sun was but an Intelligent 
Creature, and cou'd diffuſe his Inellectual 


Influences as he do's his Natural; cou'd 
but fee and underitand with his Beams 
and ſecret Influences, Tis eaſy to imagine 


what a Penetrating and Comprehenſive 
kn wledge he might have, but we may 
Entertain much greater thoughts of the 
S472 of Righteonſreſs, Jeſus Christ. And 
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And conceive a ſtrong argument ro 
rove Jeſus Chriſt as Man, capable of 


uch deep and extenſive Knowledge, may 


be drawn from the Offices of Dignity and 
Power conferred on Him by God. For 


God has given 1 Hun tobe Head over all 


His Kingly Office by which he Rules over 
all the World, and takes ſpecial care of all 
His Members, as it Neceſſarily ſuppoſes 


His knowledge of the whole Eſtate of His 


Church and every Member of it, as far as 
is neceſſary for the Diſcharge of that Tust; 
So I think it undeniably proves this large 
Knowledge to be Exerciſed by Him as 
Man, however he gains it; 

For, fince this Office and Power is gi- 
ven, it cannot Terminate in tive Divine 


Nature; for who can give to God, any 


Dignity or Power, who has all Originally 
in His own Being ? it muſt then be given 
to the Man, or humane Nature only: And 
if the Man Chriſt Jeſus ſuſtain this Office, 
and be inveſted with this Kingly Power, 
even with all Power in Heaven and Earth, 
then as Man we cannot deny Him to be 


ſuitably qualifyed for it, with all requiſite 


Abilities, leſt we reproach God, as calling 
one to an Employment, who is not fitted 
for it, or Himſelf in aſſuming a truſt which 
he is not able to diſcharge; beſides, unleſs 
His humane Nature can execute this Pow- 
er, it cannot be ſaid to be given to it, for 
a Power which cannot be be exerted, or 
is impoſſible to be executed, is not given 
nor Received, any more than a Commiſſi- 
on, or Grant to a Stock or a Tree, to bear 
Rule, not over the other Trees (as in Fo- 
thams Apologue) but over a Nation, or to 
Command an Army: Tis no Gift at all 
if this were the caſe, that the Man Chriſt 
Jeſus be utterly incapable of the Office and 
Government lodged in Him. | 

It it be ſaid, That tho' the Office and 
delegated Authority be committed to the 


humane, yet tis only executed by the 
Divine Nature in Chriſt, I Auſwer, Tis 
moſt unreaſonable to ſuppoſe this T7 


committed to the Man Chriſt , who mult 


at laſt deliver it up, 1Cor. 15. 24. and yet 


the Management of it belong only to ano- 
things, Epi. 1. 22. He has given or com- 


mitted to Him all Fudgment, John 5. 22. 
And that as the. Son of Aan, v.27. in ſhort, 


ther Being: How can he be Commended 
for being Faithful, over the Houſe of God, 
to Him who appointed or cenctituted Him, 
Heb. 3. 2. 6. when 'tis not expected he 


ſhou d execute His Office? I Grant indeed 


that His Kingh Office is executed by the aſ- 
ſiſtance of God, as he exerts His Divine 
Power and Wiſdom, through the humane 
Nature of Chriſt, and Communicates of 
them in 4d! falneſs to Him, in whom it 
dwells; But to ſay, that the ManChriſt does 
not Exerciſe His Kingly Univerſal Power, 
but that His Divine Nature (ſuppoſing it) 
does ſolely and immediately execute the 
Office given to Him as Man or Mediator, 
(for to God can nothing be given) is in my 
Mind a moſt Groſs abſurdity; for tis to ſay, 
That God Officiates for Man, in Executi— 
on of a Delegated, or Subordinate Autho- 
rity; or that he Acts under the Authority, 
and in the Name of a Creature, which is 
not meet to be ſaid of the Supreme God, 
It remains therefore, That as Chriſt's Uni- 
verſal Kingdom and Headſhip, is by Gift 
from God (of which only the Man Chriſt 
is the Receiver) committed as a Tr» to 
Him; So he certainly wants no ability to 


execute that Truſt in ths Nature entruſted 


with it; I fay noability, whether of Pow- 
er or Knowledge, ſufficient to render Him, 
a careful , vigorous, and every way moſt 
Effectual Head of His Body, and Ruler of 
the World, and to deny this, is to Rob 
Him of His greateſt Glory. „ 
Beſides, What Benefit or Git is it to the 
Man Chriſt, that the Divine Nature ſhou'd 
execute a Power which it always had, and 
cou'd Exerciſe without any Gift to Him? 


What Reward, or what Addition was this 
to Him. | 


Another 
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Another Argument may be drawn, from 
that Comfortable Ground of confidence in 
a Chriſtians Addreſs to God, which the 


Scripture lays down, viz. The Simpa- 


thizing Compaſſion. of our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt, towards His diſtreſſed Servants , 


. ariſing from His own ſufferings when on 


Earth, Heb. 4. 15.16. Seeing we have 


not an High Prieft, who cannot be touched 


with the feeling of our Infirmities, but was 
in all points Tempted as we are: Let vs 
therefore come boldly to the Throne of Grace. 
Chriſt's having been tryed with Sufferings, 
makes Him a more Compaſſionate earneſt 
Advocate for us; and this is our Comfort 

Now tis certain, This Compaſſion 
arifing from His own experience of trou- 
ble, can belong to none but His humane 
Nature; the Divine Nature is Compaſſio- 
nate, but ot for this reaſon, becauſe it was 
Tempted, or grieved with Miſery : No, it 
was only the Man Chriſt Suffered, and 
conſequently feels a Sympathy from hence 
with His diſtreſſed Servants : And *cis moſt 
certain, that if he Sympathize with them 
In their troubles, he muſt then know them 


in that Nature, which only has a fellow 


feeling of them , for none can Sympathize 
with the Miſeries of others which he knows 
not of; So that they who deny Chriſt's 
humane Nature to be capable of the know- 
ledge of all our Miſeries, do in effect deny 
Him to be ſuch a Compaſſionate Advocate 
as the Scripture repreſents Him, and Rod 
us of this Strong ground of Conſolation 
and Hope in our approaches to God, 


which the Apoſtle wou'd have us to build 


ON. 
And this Doctrine has been ſo far from 
appearing, either impoſſible, or abſurd to 
the reaſon of Mankind, that I might pro- 
duce the conſent of a very great Number 
of learned Men, even among them who 
| oppole my other Opinions. The Lutherans 

allow the Man Chriſt a fort of univerſal 
knowledge, as well as univerſal Preſence 
which they Plead for. The School. Men, 


Fw] 


both Thomiſts and Scotiſcs, allow Him u- 


niverſal Knowledge, tho' they differ in 


their way of explaining it. 
And there was a time in the $;xth Cen- 


tary, When in the Chriſtian Church ſome 


were branded with Hereſie, under the 


Name of Agnoetæ, who held Chriſt was 


ignorant of any thing, which I conceive 
muſt have been in relation to His Bamæne 


Nature; for thoſe Perſons owned Him to 


have a Divine Nature, and 'tis hard to 
imagine they cou'd attribute Ignorance to 
that, But (waving that Matter which is 
diſputed) it is enough for my purpole,v:z. 
to prove what Senfe the Chriſtian Church 


then had of Chriſts eærenſive Knowledge, 


as Mau; that they who wrote againſt thoſe © 
 Hereticks, do expreſsly deny any ignorance 
in Chriſt as Man; for this we may produce 


two famous Patriarchs of the Chriſtian 


Church at that time, viz. Ealogius of 
Alexandria, and Gregory of Rome: Thoſe 


Hereticks produced for their Opinion 
Chriſts Words, That he knew not the time 


of the laſt Judgment, as an inſtance of 
His 1gnorance : To this the Former Per- 
ſon ſays, that he was not ignorant of it, 


not as Man, and much leſs as Cod: The 


latter lays, In Natura quidem humanitatis 


noviſſe, ſed non ex Natura humanitatis. 


He knew 1t with the humane Nature, but. - 


tnat knowledge did not rife from the hu- 
manity ; which is what I mantain as to the 


knowledge I attribute to him, but not 
extending it: ſo far as to all faturities, which . 


they did. 


And I find not a few of the Modern 


Reformed Divines, (who when out of this 
Diſpute) {peak agreeably to this, and are 


far from thinking it Idolatry, to aſcribe as 
much knowledge as I have done, to the 


Man Chriſt. Thus the Reverend Mr. 
Baxter, 1n his notes on Eph. 4. 16. plainly 
intimates, that he conceives an Angel might 


be made capable of Ruling the Vai verſal 
Church on Earth by. Legillation , Judg-. 
ment, and Execution: For having ſaid 

EE 
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This Task was impoſſible to any Power 
but Divine; He correëts himſelf by a d- 
ing, or Angelical at leaſt; And ſure the 
Man Chrilt's Ability, is far Superior to 
Angels; beſides that he has them Miniſtring 
to Him, and giving Him notice of Matters 
if there be any Occaſion; for he has Seven 
Principal Spirits, who are the Eyes of the 
Lamb ſent forth through all the Earth, as 
the ſame Author interprets, Rev. 5.6. 

So the Author of a little Book, called 
the Future State, the ſame who wrote the 
Good Samaritan, a worthy Divine of the 
Church of England, ſays many things 
very Rational concerning the large extent 
of Chriſts humane Knowledge; that pro- 
bably, He can as eaſily inſpeft the whole 
Globe of this Earth, and the Heavens that 


encompaſs it, as we can view 4 Globe of an 


InchDiameter, P. 46. 47. that he intercedes 
as Man, and can he intercede in a caſe which 
he knows not? So again, P. 150. The like ſays 


Limborch in his Theol. Chriſt. lib. 5. C. 18. 


Let me add only the Teſtimony of Dr. 
Thomas Goodwin, who was never I ſuppoſe 
cenſured for an Idolater among, Diſſenteys ; 
And yet tis fcarce poſſible that 1 ſhou'd 
attribnte greater knowledge to the Man 
Jeſus Chrift than he. See his Select caſes, 
part 3d, where he ſays, The humane under- 
ſtanding of Chriſt takes in all occurrences 
which concerns His Church. And that as 
he ſaid all Power in Heaven and Earth is 

id en me of my Father, ſo. might he ſay all 
* in Heaven and Earth 1s given 
me, that his Beams fierce into every 
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Indeed, as to the manner of knowing 
the heart; We cannot tell how the inhabi- 
rants of the other World have acceſs to 
our minds or te each others, but without 
doubt, Feſus Chris; whoſe eyes are as a 
Flame of Fire, has mare.proper abilities 


for penetration, as well as more Revelati- 


on from God, and more Capacity , for 
receiving and Treaſuring it up, thanall 
others. In Hort, tis evident Chriſt as Man, 
is the Great Adminiſtrator of Gods provi- 


dential Kingdom, Fohn 5. 27. As Man, he 


muſt Judge the whole World, Acts 17.31. 
which implies vaſtanduniverfalKnowledge: 
Who then dares ſay, that the Man Chriſt 
Jeſus, has not a Knowledge as large as this 
narrow Earth, or as the Sand by the Sea 
ſhore, without any Hyperbole? J think *tis 
beyond all reaſonable doubt, and as this 
Doctrine has appeared Rational enough, 
and eſcaped all Cenſure, as far as I know, 
when delivered by others than the Vnita- 
rians: So I hope it muſt not be counted 
Heretical in them, for which others never 
Forfeited the Glorious Title of Orthodox: 
Thus it appears, That all which is ſaid 
of Chriſt's extenſive Knowledge in Scrip- 
ture, is far from proving Him to be the 
Supreme Infinite God, it may be Accounted 
for otherwiſe very fairly; And the like 
may be allo ſaid with reſpe& to other 
(which ſome call) Divine perfections attri- 
buted to Him, that they are no more 
truly infinite, as attributed to Him, than 
this of Knowledge, but that thereare plain 
evidences of their being attributed ro Him 


corner, that he knows the Soreof every Heart, 
and concludes with theleremarkable words, 
that as a Looking-Glaſs wrought inthe form 
of 4 Globe, repreſents the Images of all that 
1s in the Room : $o the enlarged humane 
underſtanding of Chriſt, takes in all things 
in Heaven and Earth at once. 
_ theſe Men did not take it to be the Pe- 
ceuliar Perfection of the Divine Nature to 
know the Hearts; $0 as that no Crearure 
cou'd partake of it by Divine aſſiſtance and 
Revelation. * ;6 


It ſeems 


in a limited, and inferior Senſe, in com- 


pariſon of what they are, in the moſt 
Glorious God over all Gods; and therefore 
Men had need produce other fort of Ar- 
guments for the Supreme Deity of Chriſt, 
than from theſe Topicks. Ee 
Nor do I doubt but I cou'd mantain my 
cauſe with equal advantage, upon the 
Head of Divine worſhip, which is another 
Topic, whence my oppoſers wou'd infer 
the Deity of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt; it 
| ” were 
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were eaſy to ſhew, there is no Inſtance of I mult have one who is ſupreme Cod ant 


ſupreme Divine Worſhip given ulti matel) Man, for my Mediator with God, then 


to him in Scripture, but on the contrary, when I addreſs to Jeſus Chriſt as the ſu- 
that all the Honour it aſſigns to him, is preme God, where is the Cod m that 
ſuch. as ſpeaks him to be inferior to the Fa- mult be my Mediator with him ? To fay - 
ther, and dependent on him; ſince it is he Mediates with himſeff, is the fame as ta 
wholly grounded upon what God his Fa- ſay, that I muſt go to him without a Me- 


ther has graciouſly beffowed on him: Thus diator, and turns the whole Buſineſs of 
he requires Baptiſm (if that be an act of Mediation into a MAetaphor, contrary to the 


immediate proper Worſhip ) in his Name, common ſenſe of things, as well as againſt 


becauſe Il power in Heaven and Earth was the S$criptare 5 and I wou'd gladly know 
given to him. Thus we muſt honour the what is the notion of going to God with- 


Sox as (truly not as greatly as) we honour out a Mediator, If this be all, that he me- 


the Father, becauſe the Father hath com- dates with himſelf 2 Who ever 'doubted 
mitted, or given, all judgment to him, Joh. the exerciſe of his own Wiſdow or Mercy, 
F. 22, 23. Thus at the Name of Jeſus muſt that theſe do in a fort plead in him? But 
every Knee bow, and every Tongue . confeſs ſure the Scriptures ſpeakof a Mediator with- 
him to be Lord; becauſe. as a reward of out him, when they ſet forth Jeſus Chriſt 


bi Obedience the Fathgr hath given him a as ſuch; and who is this Mediator, when 


Name above every Name: And 'tis added, we go toJeſusChritt as the alti mate Object? 
that all this Homage is ultimately to the If it be faid 4 Humane Nature only, acts 
Glory of the Father. Worſhip which is thus in this Mediation, tho'as united to the Di- 
grounded upon deri ved and borrowed Ex. vine; I anſwer, That as this is ſtill tomake 
cellency, is not ſupremely Divine, and can- Chriſt Mediator with himſelf; ſo the Hu- 


not be offered to the Infinite Self-originate, mane Nature is not God man; and if the 


Independent Deity, without a great Af- Man, or Humane Nature alone, be capable 
front, becauſe tis not the moſt excellent, of doing the part of a Mediator, then tis 


Mal. 1.14. topraile an independent God, not neceſary that Jeſus Chriſt ſhou'd be 


for Honour and Power granted to him by more than a Mas inhabited by, and related 
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another, ſuppoſes a Falſhood, and mingles to God, in order to that Office: Nor may 
TE it be ſald, that the nion to the Divine Na- 
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 Reproaches with Praiſe. - We | id, that th | 
So that however there may be the ſame ture, gives an i gfinite efficacyto thoſe Acts, 
common external Acts, or Words; ( ſuch of which the Humane only is the principle; 


as bowing the Knee, and ſaying Glory and for unleſs by that union, the Humane Na- 


Praiſe, & c.) uſed to God and the Media- ture was turn d into an Infinite or Divine 
tor; as alſo in ſome Inſtances, they are Nature; its acts can no more be reckoned 
given in common to ordinary Men, yet the properly and zntr;»/ecally Infinite in this 


Mind of a rational Worſhiper, will make a cafe; than his Body or Humane Vander - 


Diſtinction in his inward Intention, as no Standing are infinite, becauſe ſo united to 
doubt but thoſe devout Jews did, who in an Infinite Nature. 


the ſame act, bowed their Heads, aud wor- Bf hat fully 1 POS 


*. 


ſhipped both God and the King, 1 Chron. Humane nature of Chriſt can never be an 
29. 20. but I ſhall not purſue this any far- effectaal Mediator, (according to them) no, 
ther at preſent not tho“ it were perſonally united to the 

Moreover, I judge, that to aſſert Jeſus Divine is this, viz. That they deny th is 
Chriſt to be the ſapreme God, ſubverts the Humane nature ſo united, to have the 
Goſpel-Doctrine of his Mediation; for if . of the ſecret, mental Prayers, the 
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inward Defires and Diſtreſſes of all Cnri- miſts and Diſſenters, one part holding three 


ſtians, or to know any ones Heart: And real Perſons, or infinite Bering, the other 


\ 


how then can he be a compaſſionate Inter butone ((for they are not yet agreed wheth. 


ceſſor in cafes that he knows nothing of? er they worſhip three infinite ſupreme Be- 


Or how can he have afe/ow-fee/;ng of their ings or but Oxe )ſojbetween them both, theſe 


Sufferings, which he knows not that they two great Doctrines are ſubverted, the Re. 


feel at all > What comfort is there in this aliſts leave room for a Mediator in the 


account of Chriſt's Mediation? The Divine Godhexd ; but they deſtroy the Unity of 


Nature is przcluded from it, becauſe they God, who is one Infinite Being; on the o- 
direct us to ſeek to that as the ultimate ther hand, they who hold true to the Di- 


Obje& thro" a Mediator; and the Humane vine Unity, or one infinite Being under 4 


Nature, they fay, may know nothing of three modes, or Properties, or Relations, 
our caſe, nor knows our Hearts, whether we do by plain conſequence leave no place 
Worſhip ſincerely, or Repent ſincerely, or for ſuch a Mediator as they require, viz. 


hypocritically only; and fo knows not how One who is an finite God, to be Media- 


to repreſent, or recommend us to God: tor with the infinite God; when there 


Whata caſe now do theſe Men bring us in- is no other infinite Being but his own, and 
to? There is no Medi ator left, to inter- he cannot be thought to intercede with 


poſe with the ſupreme God, ſo that we hiwſe/f neither: Þ that to keep the Goſ- 
muſt deal with him imedi ately and alone, pel Faith whole and z»defiled, tis neceſ- 


which they will own is far from the Goſ- fary that we avoid both theſe Rocks, by 
pel Doctrine or Method. Thus is the La. believing God and his Cyriſt to be Two Be- 


Jeſus turn'd out of his Office, on a pretence ings, that ſo there may be room for One 


of giving him higher honour: So that up- to Mediate with the Other: And thattheſe 

on the whole, fas far as I fee, we had even Twoare not two equal or ſupreme Beings, 
28 2 be content with the Apoſtles fair but one ſubordinate to the other, that ſo we 
An 


lain account of this matter; if its be- may preſerve the Unity of the ſupreme God. 


ing fo very itelligible, may not be an un- Let us then bethink our ſelves ſeriouſly, 
A Kion againſt it, viz. That not what the Church in latter Days has 


pardonable Obje | e ONE LEE 
there is but one God, and one Mediator be- thought of Jeſus Chriſt, but what his own 


tween God and Man, the Man Chriſt Feſus, Apoſtles, when inſpired, have thought of 


x Tim. 2. 5. Never let us fear, but Paul him: Methinks none was more likely, or 
knew how to deſcribe the Mediator, with- ever had a fairer Occafion to repreſent his 


out leaving out the better half of him, or Lord in the height of his Glory, than the A. 


the principal Nature: Our Mediator, ac- poſtle Peter, in the Day of Pertecoft | 


cording to him, was only a Man; who That Day of Triumph, with the newly 
alſo is by Office a God, or Ruler over all; and viſibly inſpired _ : Hear how 


his glorious Lord 


ade ſo by him who pte al things under magnificently he deſcr 
* f 5 ef Feſus before his Murtherers, A: 2. 22. Te 
And indeed as there are two. princi- men of Hrael hear theſe words, Jeſus of Na- 
pal diftingui/hing DoQrines of Chriſt:ani- zareth, a man approved of God amo 


Ag you, 
25, relating to the Unity of the fupreme by Miracles, Wonders and Signs, which God 


God, and the one Mediator with him; ſo did by him in the midſ? of you: Again v. 
the Tri nitari ans have loſt them both among 36. Let all the Howe of Iirael know aſur- 
their ſeveral Parties. For as they are di- ed/y, that God hath made that ſame Fe- 


vided into two principal Parties ( befides f5 wham ye have Crucified, both Lord and 


ſexeral Sub- diviſions) both among Confor: Curiſt. Nom tis obſervable; the Apoſtle 


A 


11 
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FJ Eo 
was aiming at ſuch a Deſcription ef Jeſus properly Chriſt is moſt High God, is to 
Chriſt, as might ſtrike the Hearts of his fay the inferior is ſupreme, and the Man is 
Mar therers with the greateſt horror of their God; which cannot b only by a Figure, 
Crime, v. 23. and therefore cou'd neve as the Bread is Chriſt's Body, viz. by re- 
omit the moſt  emphatical Branch of his lation, &c. And truly if the Bu ſineſs can 
Deſcription, viz. His Iufinite Deity, if he be ſalved here, by making a perſonal U- 
had. really been ſuch ; what a terrifying nion between God and Chriſt, I fee not 
Argument had that been to beget Convi- why the Papiſts may not ſet up ſuch ane- 
ction in his Perſecutors beyond all the ther Union between Chriſt's Body and the 
reſt, to tell them they had ſhed the Blood Bread in the Euchariſt, and then they may 
of the Infinite God himſelf ? *Tis certainly ſtoutly defend that tis the Body of Chriſt 
all flat and low, that Peter ſays in compa- properly. But indeed nothing is more ob- 
riſon of this, viz. That he was but a Man vious than ?the unſteadineſs of many Pro- 
approved of God. Did he not underſtand,or teſtant Writers, when they write againſt © 
would he betray his Cauſe by ſuch an O- the Papiſts and the Unitarians : How do 
miſſion 2 And yet he only repreſents Chriſt they go backwards and forwards 2 And 
25 a God by Inhabitation and Exaltation. when they have triumphantly and fully 
When he was far from being daunted with beaten off the vain Aſſaults and Obje- 
any fear to ownChriſt fully; nay, if this Dei - ctions of the Papiſts, they take up their 
ty of Chriſt were a fundamental Article of baffled Arguments; and urge them the 
Chriſtian Faith, how comes it to paſs, that ſame way ( as others did againſt them) a- 
when poor convinced Souls, in anguiſh for gainſt the Vnitari ans; and what they have 
their Crimes, ſeek Direction how to be ſa- maintained againſt the former, as good Ar- 
ved from them? v. 37. The Apoſtle ſhou'd gument, notwithſtanding Romiſh᷑ E vaſi - 
not acquaint them with th Article, but ons; theſe Arguments they oppoſe, when 
direfts them to believe in this Feſus, ſuch the Unitarians turn them againſt t 
as he had deſcribed him? Did he direct ſelves, in the point of the Trinity, and 
wounded Souls to an 5n/«ffcient Saviour, they betake themſelves to like Shifts. and 
without telling em he was the infinite Evaſions. Thws let the Papiſts object to 
God? Yet they are Baptiz'd and added to them the Novelty of the Proteſtant Reli- 
the Church, and numbred among ſuch as gion, and ask them where was their Re- 
ſhall be /aved : How can this be, if the ligion and Church before Zzther ? They 
ſupreme Godhead of Chriſt be a fundamen- think it a weak Cavil, and can tell em 
tal Article of the Chriſtian Faith? So Acts their Religion was in the Bible, and 
10. 38. God was with bim. This was all Church among the Primitiv- Chris. | 
to conclude God and Chriſt (or one a- however it lay hid in ine time of demenn | 
. nointed) are two Diſparates, or different Apoſtacy; and yet to the Unitarian 1 0 
3 Things, as much as Chriſt's Body, and can make the ſame Objection, where has + 
Bread are, and therefore cannot be predi- any Chriſtian Church for fo man — | 
cated one of the other, in a proper ſenſe, ges held that Chriſt was not God 4 Ac - 
or without a figure, as all our Writers a- gainft the Papiſt they will prove that the | 
gainſt the Romiſi Tranſubſtantiation, argue. Fathers did not hold the Elements to be 
and is of equal force in the preſent caſe. Chriſt's. real Body and Blood. — | 
To be anumed, imports, to be raiſed by they oft call them the Image- thereof : But 
; Authority and Honour conferr'd ; *cis in let the Unitarian argue x Chriſt is not 
[ effect to ſay, the Perſon is a Creature, or the ſupreme God, becauſe the Scripture 
inferior Being z and therefore to ſay that ſtiles him the Image of God, and there- 
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Againſs the Papiſt 
they can prove S. Peter was inferior to the 
Church, and the reſt of the Apoſtles, (tho 


not ſingly to each) becauſe he was ſeut up 


and down by them : This Baronius takes 


hold of, and tells them by the fame rea- 


lon, they muſt grant the Arians Argument 
to be good, viz. That the Father is great- 
er than the Sox, becauſe the Son is ſent by 


kim : But let an Unitarian argue thus, 


and thentho' the Father ſends, and the Son 
be ſent by him, yet they ſhall both be e- 
qual, and this ſhall make no difference: 
Against the Papiſts they will boaſt, that they 
don't hoodwink the People in Ignorance ; 
but bid them inquire and examine, and 
the more ghe better, while *tis ground of 
Suſpicigp, that the Papi fte cheat Men, by 
their keeping them from the Light; but 


now having to do with the Duitari ans, 
they tack about, and bid beware of Read- 
ing and Diſputing; they are for an impls- 


cite Faith, without examining into deep 
Myfteries; they bid us believe, not pry in- 
to them; tho' we only deſire to examine 
whether the Scriptares do reveal any ſuch 
Myſteries at all ; the reſt we will believe, 
if we cou'd ſee that, and defire no other 
liberty in-irfferpreting Scripture, than they 
ta ke ſo juſtly, in interpreting Chriſt's words, 


Thu i my Body. Upon Proteſtant Princi- 


ples the Unitarians think they can ſtand 
their ground, and defend themſelves in 


theſe Matters, as eaſily as the Proteſtauis 


can againſt the Papiſts. 8 
As to Primitive Antiquity, ſo many In- 
. both among the Remi/p and Re- 


formed Writers, have given their impartial 


Teſtimony, that it runs for Arins's Do- 


 ftrinve, and have made ſuch poor Apolo- 


gies for thoſe Farhers, as tho' they knew 
not, or were not careful of their funda- 
-mental Articles of Faith, till they came to 
be bandied about in General Councils, that 


I think it not needful to fay more here, 


= | Þ od 
fore not the God whoſe Image only heis} onl 

chen, the thing it ſelf and its image muſt l 
be the ſame thing“ 


, * * a - * 11 rr 1— * — 
— ** 25 > J 2 * 1 * 5 « þ „ a 1 * p * 
* P a „ . 


o 
> 


only ove thing I wou'd ſuggeſt y That al- 
owing the Primitive Writers to. ſpeak in 
different places with great, at leaft leeming 


Diſcord (which any ingenuous Man mult 


grant) ſometimes Py declaring Jeſus 
Chriſt inferior to, and the Servant of the 
Father, before his Incarnation ; at other 


times giving him high Titles, as of one 
equal with God; yet tis far more reaſona- 


ble to ſuppoſe the higher Expreſſions ſhou'd 
be expounded according to the other, than 


the contrary ; becauſe in diſcourſing of, 


and pleading for a beloved admired 8 
ject, as the Lord Fe/# deſerves to be, 
'tis very eaſy and natural to run out into 


ſtrains of Eloquence, and lofty flights of 5 


Praiſe, which muſt be interpreted not 
with ſtrict Rigour,) but with great Abate- 


ments; as is to be obſerved in ſome of 


their high Encomiums on the venerable 
Myſtery of the Euchariſt, as tho' with the 
Papi te, they took the Elements for 
Chriſt's real Body, which yet they evi- 
dently did deny. But on the contrary, no 
Men are wont ever to fpeak dimmmtively 
on ſuch occafions ; they cou'd not have a 
thought to leſſen their Maſter's Glory ; 
and therefore if they ever repreſent himas 
not the ſupreme God, nor equal to him, 
we have all reaſon to think, they then 
ſpake only the Words of Truth and Seber- 
neſs, what the exact Matter required. 
For my own part, as I write this under 
the ſerious Impreſſions of thoſe great Re- 
lations in which the Bleſſed Jeſus ſtands 
to me, whom I credit as my great Teach 
er; whom I deſire to admire and love as 


my gracious endeared Benefactor, beyond 


Father or Mother, or Friends, &c. Whom 
I reverence as my Lord and Ruler, and 

folemnly expect, as my Final Glorious 
Judge, who is to come in his own, and in 
his Fathers Glory, Lak. 9. 26. And in the 
mean time deal' with God thro' him, as 
my only Mediator and Interceſſor : So 
earneſtly prafeſs, that tis not without 


grievous and bitter Relentments, that 1 


ſhou'd 


preexiſt, &c. 
#19 the Chriſt 


which by fo many well-meaning Chiriſti- 
ans will be i interpreted, to be dero- 
gatory to the Honour of this Great Re- 
geemer ; but I know lie loves nothing 
but Truth in his Cauſe, and will never be 
oftended, I hope, with any who ſtand by 
his own Words, viz. The Father 2s great- 


- er thas I, Joh. 14. 28. I think it a dan- 


' gerous thing to ſay God ie not greater than 
he, or is not the Head of Cir:5t; for,whom 


* ni 50 equal to me, ſaith the Holy One? Iſa. 
40. 25. | am petſwaded tis Truth I plead 


tor, and that Supports me-? 


However I with they who are Adver- 


faries to my Perſwaſion, wou'd learn atleaſt 


the Modeity of one of the earlieſt Writers 


for ri ſtianity ſince the Apottles, that we 
have, I mean Fa#tin Martyr, who diſputing 
with a Jew, and pleading for the Honour 
of Jeſus Chriſt, whom he calls 4 God 65 
the Will of the Father, and one who mini- 
fred to his Will, before his Incarnation : 


This Perton attempts to ſhew, that Jeſus 


Chriſt did præexiſt of old, as a God, (in 
his ſenſe ) and was born afterwards of a 


Virgin; but becauſe as he ſays, there were 


ſome who conteſſed him to be Chriſt, and 
yet denied thoſe Points of his Præexiſtence 


und his miraculous Birth of a Virgin, that 
Father calmly ſays to his Adverfary, II 


not de n onſtrate thefe things that le did 

| Aud was born of a Virgin; 
yet till, the Canſe is not loſt, as to his be- 
of God, if 1 do not prove that 


he did Preexift, &c. It is juſi to ſa that 


Ian miſtaken in this Thing only, and not 
to dem that he is the Chriſt ; for whoſoever. 


he. be, that is every way demonſtrated, that 


be is the Chriſt. And as for thoſe Chriſti - 
ans who denied the abovefaid things, and 


held him to be only.a Man, born in the 


ordinary way he only fays of them; 70 


whom I accord not. He does not damn 


them who differed from him, nor will 


fay the Chriſtian Religion is ſubyertedy ſupreme God himſelt; te leat the 
„ N 8. umſelt; nay to compleat the 


and Chat but an Berger, and # Bit 
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ſhon'd be empley'd in Writing Things, 


Reed to truſt on, if he be not the very 
\up1eme God, (che ranting Di alect of our 
profane Age) no, but ſtill he was fure he 
is the true Chriſt, whatever elle he might 
be miſtaken in: 'Tis deſperate wickedneſs 
in Men to hazwd the Reputation of the 
Truth and Holineſs of the bleſſed Feſuu. 
upon a difficult and dilputable Opinion; 
to dare to ſay, That if they are miſtaken 
in their Opinion (which I verily believe) 
then Jeſus Chriſt is a Liar and Deceiver, 
a Moch Saviour, and the like: What is 
this but to expoſe him to the Scorn of In- 
fidels 2 | | | 

So that J ſee, with ſorrow, that to this 
very Day, even among profeſſed Chriſti- 
ans themſelves, Chriſt Crucified is to ſome 
a Stumbling block, and to others Foolith- 
neſs: If he be not as Good and Great, as 
the God who appointed him for a Savionr, 
tho” he be allowed to be a Han approved 
of God, by Signs and mighty Wonders 
which God did by bim; and y wh 
God made the #%rldr, as the Inſtrument; ; 
tho' he be granted to be One in whom 
dwelt all the fulneſs of the Godhead, Joh. 
14. 10. So as it never dwelt before m 
Prophets or any other) th He be Or 
with the Father, by Unity uf Conſent and 
Will, as Calvis interprets Joh. 10. 30. 
One in teſtimony with the Father aud Spi- 
rit, as Beza and many others underſtand ' 
that in 1 John g. 7. Tho he be; the moſt. 
lively viſible image of God that the World 
ever ſaw , ſo that he who [res him, does 
in great meaſure ſee the Father, as in a 
bright Mirroar, Joh. 14. 10. Tho' he be 
owned and ſerved, as one far above An- 
gels, and Archangels; and over all Powers 


in Heaven and Earth, a Cod or Ruler : 


The great Adminiſtrator of God's King- 
dom, both on Earth, and in the inviſible 
Hades, as having the Keys, or Miniſterial : 
Power of Death. and Hell, Rev. 1. 18. 
Yet after all this, if he be not the very- 


raity. 5 if he be not the ame very 
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God, whoſe Syn and Image, he is; He tha!l Hiſtory, that this Doctrine has kept more 
be no Mediator tor them; they do ex Hy. People from embracing the Chriftian Fuith, 
*porhe/7, or on this Suppoſition, openly dil: rhan anyot her thing he knew of. Now tho! 
own him for thei: Saviour and Confidence; I grant, that if it be the certain Ziuth of 
they are aſhamed to truſt in him, and ſeem Ged, this muſt be no argument againit 
rather to Deride and Repreach him, as receiving it; yet ſurely it ſhou'd make 
Tyſafficieut and Contemptible, than to Be- Men very cautious and impartialin theirIn. 
lie ve on him. Thete things are to me quiry aboutit;leſt they bring on themſelves 
a Very grievous: Offexce, who think it a rhe 7% denounced againſt them, by whom 
great pity, that ſo excellent a Conſtitution Offences (that is, Stumbling blocks in the 
as the Goſpel is, lo amiable to contem- way of the Goſpel ) do come. | 
plate, ſo proper co entertain our thanktul Inthe mean time, in midſt of thefeTrou- 


Admiration, for the Grace and 17i/dom it bles, tis a great and ſweet Refreſhment to wait 


contains, ſhou'd ei Her be loſt in the clouds and hope for a Remove to the Mount Mo- 


of an affected Obſcurity, or expoſed to viab, the Land of VHion above, where all 


the derilion of ungodly Scoffers. theſe Shades of the melancholly Night 

Tis yet a further grief to think what a ſhall vaniſh away, and an eternal Day 
fatal ſtop is hereby put to the Progreſs of of clear Light: and Peace ſhall ſhine on 
the Goſpel, whoſe Rejection by Fews, Ma- them who love our Lord Feſus in ſincerity, 
Aometans and Pagans, is undeniably occa- in whoſe glorious Dignity Irc joyce; nay; 


ſioned by the common Doctrine of the In- I deſire to boaſt and Glory in this Exalted, 


carnation of God; one may read in Le Enthroned © Redeemer ; for worthy ig the 
Compte's Hiſtory of China, how the Hea- Lamb to receive Glory, and Honour and 


thens derided the Chriſtians Doctrine of a Bleſſing and Power, Amen: So be it! 


 MortalGod; and upon that accountlook'd Now to Him who loved us, and waſh- 
upon Chriſtianity as fabulous, as their own ed us from our Sins in his ow;: P οt, and: 
Religion: And Doctor Cauſabon, in his Book hath made us Kings and Viiekts 19. God, 
"of Credulity and Incredality, p. 118. Says even the Father, to Him 5 Clory and 


he could prove by many Inſtances out of Dominion for ever. 


Bur 6 confeſ; unto thee, that aff ter the way, whi ch they call Hereſy , ſO Worſhip I the 
God of wy Fathers, believing all things which are written in te Law and the 


Prophets, Acts 24. 14. | Ee , | . 8 « 1 
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